Brooklyn 


Barrister 


MARCH 1956 


Regular Meeting 


BROOKLYN BAR ASSOCIATION 
Wednesday Evening, March 14th, 1956, 8:00 P. M. 


123 Remsen Street, 
Brooklyn 1, New York 


Program of Meeting 


1. The Committee on Memorials, of which Mr. Philip Scharf is 
Chairman, will present a memorial for Joseph H. Wackerman. 


2. Hon. John B. Johnston, State Administrator of the Judicial Con- 
ference of the State of New York, will address the meeting on the work 
of the Conference. Judge Johnston, at the close of his talk, will answer 
questions put to him from the floor. 

3. The Committee to Revise and Amend the By-Laws of the Asso- 
ciation, of which Mr. Louis J. Merrell is Chairman, will report briefly 
on the procedure to be followed at the April meeting when the proposed 
amendments will be considered. 

See announcement at p. 141 in this issue. 


4. The Entertainment Committee of which Mr. Benjamin Raphael 
is Chairman will speak on the plans of the Committee for the musical 
comedy to be staged in May. 


5. The Committee on Supreme and Appellate Courts, the Committee 
on City Court, and Committee on Municipal Court will make short reports. 


6. Refreshments after the meeting. 
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—by CHARLES J. BUCHNER 


The thinking of the United States has changed materially since the 
days of the Founding Fathers and since the views of the early patriots 
culminated in the Declaration of Independence and the Constitution of 
the United States. 


In the beginning men talked of the dignity of man and of labor. 
Self-respect was a quality possessed by most of them and something 
which every early American cherished. In those days, Government really 
was not only with the consent of the people but also by and for them. 
The Law assured each person of an equal opportunity and of a fair and 
impartial decision. The Federal, State and local authorities carried out 
the will of the citizens. 


In recent years, however, the Government has become what is 
euphemistically called paternalistic, but is more truthfully described as 
benevolently despotic. It decides how most of the earnings of its citizens 
is to be used and then takes from its citizens, under the guise of taxation, 
as much money as it decides to spend—and decides on the purposes for 
which it is to be spent. 


It decides how much of the life of each citizen it is to take and the 
channels into which it shall divert his years, his powers, and frequently 
his thinking. Most of this is done without the consent or even the vetoing 
power of the duly elected representatives. 


This habit of doing good—supporting the world and the inefficient 
countries in it, the so-called “little people”, fixing boundaries of some 
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countries, choosing rulers abroad, making treaties under the guise of 
executive agreements, and generally acting as if the American Govern- 
ment is the creator and ruler of the entire world has seeped down into 
our courts and produced results which are completely contrary to our 
old thinking and philosophy of Government. 


We are despotic, benevolently we say, in everything relating to the 
public, even in the Courts. 


There is no longer any criminal responsibility for one’s actions. If 
he is not a victim of society’s responsibility he is a juvenile or of low 
mentality, but in any event he is not amenable to discipline for any of 
his acts. 


Our Civil Courts are rapidly adopting the same standards. If a 
citizen is self-supporting and respectable, and is injured, he finds it almost 
impossible to get a preference because he is not on relief or liable to be. 
The old rule of contributory negligence is rapidly disappearing. Too 
many of the courts decide that if the man or woman or child was hurt, 
even through his own fault, he should be paid something and this is so, 
at times, even though the defendant was not guilty of any negligence. 
You have all heard, at pre-trial and classification parts, the court start 
off by asking the plaintiff “how much do you want?” and the defendant 
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“how much do you offer?”’, and this without any discussion as to liability 
or the lack of it. Juries hand down astronomical verdicts which do not 
compensate the plaintiffs but really tend to divide among plaintiffs the 
assets of the defendant corporations or the insurance companies who 
had undertaken to hold them harmless. This is justified by the talk of 
devalued dollars but devalued dollars are not the basis for increasing the 
fees of professional people, who must pay out of these fees the income 
and other taxes from which successful litigants are exempted. 


There should be a new appraisal of verdicts for plaintiffs, possibly 
taking into consideration the exemption from income tax and figured 
not on the man’s earning ability but on his take home or net earnings 
as shown on his income tax reports, which are, after all, his own appraisal 
of his economic worth. 


Some thinking along these lines and a renewal of the law of respon- 
sibility might materially aid the courts to handle thei: calendars. Most 
important of all, it might re-awaken a sense of responsibility in American 
citizens and again cause them to realize that the great privilege of 
American citizenship entails a duty to respect the rights of his fellow 
citizens, and that a demand for honesty and efficiency in public office 
requires each citizen to vote for the most fit candidate and to convey to 
his public officials—appointed as well as elected—that their conduct should 
be based on moral principles and actuated by the knowledge that the 
Government belongs to the people as a whole and should be adminis- 
tered primarily for the good of the people in the territory. 


CHARLES J. BUCHNER. 


COMING EVENTS 
“SHOWBOAT ON THE GOWANUS CANAL” 


This is the tentative title of the Association’s musical comedy which 
is planned for the latter part of May. Finishing touches are being 
applied to an hilarious script with lively music and provocative lyrics. 


Auditions, casting, and general planning are set for TuEspay EvE- 
NING, Marcu 20TH, at 7:30 P.M. at the Association Building. The 
script calls for a large number of choice roles for a variety of actors and 
singers. In addition there are many stage functions which require will- 
ing hands. While the equity scale is completely ignored, the return in 
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entertainment and good fellowship will be more than adequate. You are 
urged to attend this March meeting of Association to meet and listen 
to Thomas J. Todarelli, the director, author and stage manager who will 
outline the script and the work to be done. In all other respects and 
for any inquiries, please communicate with Benjamin R. Raphael, Chair- 
man of the Entertainment Committee, 66 Court Street, TR-5-0408. 


* * * 


SECTION ON TRIALS AND APPEALS 
Thursday Evening, March 22nd, 1956, 8:00 P. M. 


Speaker; Hon. Davin W. Peck, Presiding Justice of the 
Appellate Division, First Department. 
Topic: Crvit Triats—A Jupce’s SUGGESTIONS. 

Judge Peck’s address will encompass the following: pleading pro- 
cedure; pre-trial procedure; the trial process (Jury and Non-Jury), and 
in the negligence field; comparative negligence as against contributory 
negligence; impartial medical testimony; and the compensation system. 
Judge Peck has consented to answer all appropriate questions. 


SAMUEL Levitt, Chairman. 
« . » 


SECTION ON REAL ESTATE 
Monday Evening, March 26, 1956, 8:00 P. M. 


Discussion of report of the Joint Committee of the New York State 
Bar Association and the New York State Title Association on Standard 
of Fair Practices as affecting relationships between members of the 
Associations. The report is printed at page 152 in this issue. 


Mr. Raymond Reisler, a member of the Committee which drafted 
the report, will speak. 
Frank A. Barrera, Chairman. 


* x * 


SECTION ON SURROGATE’S COURT 
Thursday Evening, March 29th, 1956, 8:00 P. M. 


Review of Recent decisions as reported in the New York Law 
Journal and advance sheets. 
Freperick A. Keck, Chairman. 
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A Woman and a Will —ty K. FREDERICK GROSS 


MYRA CLARK GAINES, PLAINTIFF 


In Chapter One of Dickens’ indictment of the law’s delays, “Bleak 
House,” published in 1853, Dickens wrote: 


“The raw afternoon is rawest, and the dense fog is densest, near 
that leaden-headed old obstruction, appropriate ornament for the 
threshold of a leaden-headed old corporation-Temple Bar. And hard 
by Temple Bar in Lincoln’s Inn Hall, at the very heart of the fog, 
sits the Lord High Chancellor in his High Court of Chancery, * * * 
Standing on a seat at the side of the hall, the better to peer into 
the curtained sanctuary, is a little mad old woman in a squeezed 
bonnet, who is always in court, from its sitting to its rising, and 


always expecting some incomprehensible judgment to be given in 
her favour. * * * 


“Jarndyce and Jarndyce drones on. This scarecrow of a suit 
has, in the course of time, become so complicated that no man alive 
knows what it means. * * * Innumerable children have been born 
into the cause; innumerable young people have married into it; 
innumerable old people have died out of it.” 


Dickens visited the United States in 1842, but it is doubtful whether 
he was aware of a litigation then in the Courts of this country which 
started in 1834 in Louisiana and terminated here in Kings County in 1897. 
At least seventeen times the United States Supreme Court was called 
upon to judge the matter. Once that Court refused to follow one of its 
earlier decisions, and then, three years later, reversed itself a second time 
and reinstated the first decision. The testimony, by 1877, covered 40,000 
pages. The various decisions of the Supreme Court occupy over 500 
pages in the United States reports. Plaintiff’s recoveries up to 1877, 
amounted to roughly a quarter million dollars, but this and more had 
gone for legal fees and expenses. More was recovered after the death 
of plaintiff and administered in the Kings County Surrogate’s Court for 
the benefit of the plaintiff’s grandchildren. 


The litigation arose out of a claim to title to extensive tracts of land 
in the City of New Orleans, and numerous Mississippi River plantations. 


Daniel Clark, born in Ireland about 1766, emigrated to Louisiana 
about 1785. He became associated with an uncle, already established in 


135 





do business 


40 
% 
wjaree enoven 


" 
to now you- sincerely» 


chester 


KINGS COUNTY 
TRUST COMPANY 


Established 1889 
FULTON STREET at the corner of COURT SQUARE 


dans Nc i gn RN tt i a ts ta A tl tL EEA AAI BEIT tt EA OL ALE BNA NEO LATIN 








th ttt ince na anna aaa 


te nth ent a 


cia a Rt at i at a le 





New Orleans, then a small town. Daniel Clark was an astute business 
man, and acquired large tracts of land on the outskirts of the then town. 
He succeeded to his uncle’s property in 1799, and from that date to about 
1810 he was active in the political and commercial affairs of the City. 


In 1802 he became United States consul to Louisiana. The acquisi- 
tion of Louisiana by the United States is largely attributed to him, and 
in 1806 he served in Congress from Louisiana. 


Clark died in 1813, a reputed bachelor. A will, dated in 1811, was 
found. This will bequeathed all his property to his mother, Mary Clark, 
of Germantown, Pennsylvania. His business associates, Richard Relf and 
Beverly Chew were named executors. 


At the time of his death his friend De la Croix represented to the 
Probate Court of New Orleans that he believed Clark had executed a 
later holographic will, and petitioned the court to order the notaries of 
the City to appear before it and certify whether Clark had deposited a 
will with any of them. Two other friends of Clark, Colonel Samuel 
Davis and Joseph Bellechasse joined in this application. They were wit- 
nesses to the later will. 


None was found and the 1811 will was probated. Relf and Chew 
proceeded to administer the estate, of which more will be said later. 


After the War of 1812, Samuel Davis settled in Philadelphia with 
his wife and daughter Myra, then nine or ten years old. 


Years later in 1830, Davis was away from home, and having left 
some papers behind, sent for them. Myra made a search for the desired 
papers and in doing so she accidentally came upon some letters which in- 
dicated that she was the daughter of Daniel Clark and not Davis. On his 
return it was necessary that Davis should disclose to her more fully her 
history. 


It appeared that soon after Clark reached New Orleans, a Frenchman, 
Jerome Des Granges arrived in the city. In 1794 he married a fifteen 
year old girl, Zulime de Carriere. About 1801 Clark became acquainted 
with Zulime and it was soon more than a platonic friendship. 


In 1802 Des Granges sailed for France to recover some property 
for his wife Zulime and her two sisters, Madame Despau and Madame 
Caillavet. He remained away about a year. While he was in France 
Zulime became pregnant. Clark sent her to Philadelphia, in the care of 
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a friend, Coxe. A child, Caroline, was born. She was placed with 
Clark’s mother in Pennsylvania where she grew up and married. 

Zulime returned to New Orleans. Rumors were abroad that Des 
Granges had been previously married. If so, his marriage to Zulime was 
void. In September 1802 he was arrested for bigamy and imprisoned. 
Escaping from prison he left the country and never returned. 






















Zulime went to New York to get proof of Des Granges’ prior mar- 
riage, but found none, the church records having been destroyed by fire. 
She left New York for Philadelphia where she was met by Clark. They 
became acquainted with a Dr. James Gardette who had been a witness to 
the marriage of Des Granges and his prior wife. Thereupon Clark and 
Zulime were married. The date was 1802 or 1803. Clark, however, did 
not wish to publicly announce this marriage for political reasons, until 
record proof could be found of the invalidity of Zulimes’ prior marriage. 
A daughter Myra, was born to them in 1805 or 1806. Clark had, with 
Zulime’s consent, placed this daughter with Colonel Davis, because his 
marriage had not been made public. 

Clark, now in Congress, continued to refuse to announce the mar- 
riage. He was in Washington for long periods and Zulime was becoming 
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annoyed. Then she heard he was courting another woman in Maryland. 
She hurried to Philadelphia with her sister Madame Despau to get proof 
of her marriage with Clark and found again that the church records had 
been destroyed by fire. The priest had returned to Ireland and was now 
deceased. 


On learning that she could not prove her marriage with Clark, 
Zulime married Dr. Gardette and went with him to France. Now Clark 
had a further reason for not publicly announcing his marriage with 
Zulime. 


Two years after this revelation, in 1832, Myra married William 
Wallace Whitney, a young Binghamton attorney. Colonel Davis gave 
Whitney some old letters, among which was one of Bellechasse, referring 
to a will of Clark dated in 1813 making Myra his heir, which Bellechasse 
said had been fraudulently suppressed by Relf and Chew. 


What was at stake? At his death Clark had owned vast acreage in 
what is now the American quarter of New Orleans, as well as numerous 
squares in the French quarter of the city. 


He had also owned many river plantations, together with the slaves 
to run them. He had operated a ropewalk on and owned the land which 
is now Canal Street, the principal thoroughfare of the City. The value 
was roughly estimated at thirty to fifty million dollars. 


No doubt Whitney thought it was a matter into which it might be 
worthwhile to look. 


Bellechasse at this time lived in Cuba, so Myra and her husband 
sailed to see him. Bellechasse, then seventy-five years old, told them of 
his long friendship with Clark, his rise in politics, his marriage and the 
reason for keeping it quiet, and how, in 1811, just before the start of the 
war with England, Clark had determined to go to Philadelphia and close 
his business with Coxe. As the ship was about to sail Clark wrote what 
he called a “provisional will” which left all his property to his mother, 
and making Relf and Chew his executors. At this time Clark trans- 
ferred to Bellechasse, Davis, and others, property to be turned over by 
them to Myra in the event of his death. On his return some of this 
property was returned to Clark. Subsequently, he acknowledged to many 
friends that Myra was his legitimate daughter. He prepared a new will, 
holographic, leaving all of his property to Myra and declaring her to be 
his legitimate daughter. Bellechasse, De La Croix, and a Judge Pitot 
were named executors. However, in 1813, during Clark’s last illness, 
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Relf and Chew succeeded in keeping away most of Clark’s friends and 
immediately on his death, did away with the 1813 will and offered and 
proved the 1811 will. 


Bellechasse’s story determined Myra to proceed further. She and 
her husband sailed for New Orleans, arriving in 1833, and started their 
investigations. In that year the first of five children was born to them. 
At the start of their search of old records they found that a creditor of 
Clark’s had just started an action against Relf and Chew alleging that, 
aside from not paying the debt, Relf and Chew had acted without 
authority in disposing of Clark’s property, and charging that there was 
a later will. 


Louisiana probate law provided that all sales must be made under 
Court order, which Relf and Chew had not obtained, and that after one 
year from probate, the authority of executors ceased. The sales alleged to 
be illegal occurred more than one year after the appointment of the exec- 
utors. The Whitneys intervened and William made charges of dishonesty 
and fraud. The creditor was non-suited, the Court apparently not wish- 
ing to overturn thousands of New Orleans titles. 


Relf and Chew did not take kindly to Whitney’s charges and in- 
stigated criminal libel charges. Whitney was arrested, thrown into jail 
and brutally beaten. He remained in jail for three weeks and his health 
was permanently impaired. He was released only when the action was 
transferred to the United States District Court on the intervention of 
Baron Boisfontaine, an intimate of Clark before his death. 


The Whitneys were despised throughout the City, and suffered many 
insults. Myra was once attacked and knifed by a woman, whose property, 
if Myra was to be successful, would be lost. At a reception Myra met the 
Chief Justice of the Louisiana Supreme Court and was told by him that 
Louisiana law made no provision for illegitimates and that she should 
cease her attempt to establish her right to her father’s estate. He too had 
purchased property from Relf and Chew and would lose it if she were 
successful. Myra’s mother, Zulime, now the widow of Dr. Gardette, 
returned to New Orleans and remained with her until her death in 1845. 


At this point a start can be made to recount the history of the litiga- 
tion commenced by Myra to establish her right to her father’s property. 


(To be concluded in the April issue.) 
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PROPOSED REVISION OF BY-LAWS OF THE 
BROOKLYN BAR ASSOCIATION 


Prior to the March meeting of the Association each member will 
have received in the mail a printed copy of the proposed revision of the 
By-Laws, as drafted by the By-Laws Committee and approved by the 
Board of Trustees. In this draft new matter is indicated by italics and 
omitted matters by parenthesis. 


As an aid to members of the Association in studying the proposed 
revision the Committee submits below a brief summary of the principal 
changes contained therein. 


At the March meeting of the Association the Committee will present 
the proposed revision and request unanimous consent to dispense with 
a reading thereof, since a complete printed copy will by that time be in 
the hands of each member of the Association. 


Members who wish to propose amendments to the proposed revision 
must submit the same in writing at the March meeting subscribed by at 
least five (5) active members, and such amendments will then be referred 
to the By-Laws Committee for report thereon at the April meeting of the 
Association. 


Action on the proposed revision and any proposed amendments 
thereto will be taken at the April meeting of the Association. 


Summary of Major Changes in Proposed Revision 
of By-Laws 


Art. I, Sec. 4: Eligibility for Associate Membership is extended to 
members of the Bar of any State, Territory or Country (instead of 
County). 


Art. I, Sec. 9: Sustaining Members and Life Members are ex- 
pressly granted all the rights and privileges of Active Members. 


Art. II, Sec. 6: Members are forbidden to make public statements 
in the name of the Association on any matter without the President’s 
written approval or waiver. 


Art. III, Sec. 11: The power of the Board of Trustees to remit, 
suspend or reduce the annual dues of any member is broadened by 
omitting the present limitation of one year. 
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Art. III, Sec. 12; A simpler procedure (eliminating posting of 
members’ names) is provided for handling arrears of dues, modeled on 
the by-laws of the American Bar Association. 


Under the provisions of the present Sections 12 and 13 (not in- 
cluded in the proposed Revision) the Board’s action in striking a mem- 
ber from the rolls, or restoring him to membership, or remitting any 
arrears, must be taken by a majority of the whole number of the Board; 
under the proposed Revision all such action may be taken by a majority 
of those present. (See Art. V, Sec. 5 below). 


Art. IV, Sec. 5; The selection of a temporary Chairman to preside 
at Membership meeting when the President and all Vice-Presidents are 
absent, must be made from among the other officers or Trustees who are 
present in a stated order of priority. 


Art. IV, Sec. 7; Instead of reporting in writing at each stated meet- 
ing of the Association (a provision not heretofore observed in practice) 
the Treasurer will be required to report the balance on hand and existing 
appropriations only at Trustees’ meetings, and will make a full and com- 
plete report to both the Trustees and the Association at the first regular 
meeting following the end of the fiscal year. 


Art. V, Sec. 5; The Board of Trustees may act on all matters by 
a majority vote of those present, except as otherwise provided in the by- 
laws. The only cases where it is otherwise provided is as to removal of 
an Honorary Member, which requires the vote of %rds of the entire 
number of Trustees (1(6)(b)), or filling a vacancy on the Board of 
Trustees between Annual meetings which requires a majority vote of the 
entire number of trustees (V(4)), or spending money from the sinking 
fund which requires a 34rds vote (Article XII). 


Art. V, Sec. 9: Unless otherwise provided by the Board of Trustees 
the fiscal year shall be June 1 to May 31. 


Art. VII, Sec. 3: 25 members of the Association constitute a 
quorum (formerly 15). 


Art. IX, Secs. 3, 4, 6, 19, and 27: Where the Board of Trustees 
or the Association have recorded their position on any question, the Com- 
mittees on State Legislation, Federal Legislation, etc. shall not take any 
action or publicly state a position inconsistent therewith. 


Art. IX, Sec. 21; Copies of memorial shall be sent to the family 
of the deceased. 
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Art. IX, Sec. 22; The Audit Committee shall submit its annual re- 


port and budget at the first regular meeting of the Association after the 
end of the fiscal year. 


Art. IX, Sec. 28: No member of the Board of Trustees who is a 


member of the Committee on Grievances shall vote on the reports of such 
Committee. 


Art. IX, Sec. 33; The Annual Award of the Association may be 


made to any member of the legal profession (formerly limited to a mem- 
ber of the Association). 


Art. IX, Sec. 34: A new Committee on Group Insurance is created, 
whose chairman may select a panel of arbitrators on policy claims with 
the approval of the President or Board of Trustees. 


Art. X, Sec. 8: No Committee member shall make a public state- 
ment on any matter pending before the Committee without advance writ- 
ten approval of the President. 


Art. XI, Secs. 1 (d) and 2(e): No Trustee who is a member of 
the Grievance Committee and has participated in its action shall vote as 
a member of the Board of Trustees on a Grievance Committee report. 


Art. XI, Sec. 1 (e): The Board of Trustees may authorize the 
Grievance Committee to make information regarding a member available 
to the Admissions Committee, the Judiciary Committee, etc. when neces- 
sary for the proper discharge of their duties. 


Art. XVI; Provision has been made for creating and regulating 
Sections of the Association, based on a proposed amendment heretofore 
submitted to the Membership but not heretofore adopted. 


CoMMITTEE oN By-Laws 
Louis J. MERRELL, Chairman, 
FREDERICK WEISBROD, 
Ricuarps W. HANNAH. 
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Letters to the Editor 


February 10, 1956. 


To the Editor of the Brooklyn Barrister: 


There appears in the February, 1956 issue of the American Bar 
Association Journal an article by Lewis C. Ryan and Bruno H. Greene 
entitled “Predestrianism,” in opposition to compensation in place of jury 
trials in automobile accident cases. The article covers ten long pages of 
three columns each, closely printed, is cynical and fallacious in its ap- 
proach to a very serious question, and should not be left unanswered to 
give a one-sided view of the subject. It does emphasize the importance 
and urgency of the matter. I therefore ask for a last review of the most 
important phases of the question, totally ignored by the article, and then 
await discussion by others. 

Recognizing the urgent need, practically every State in the Union 
is now engaged in an intensive effort to reform court procedure and 
administration. (“Judicial Administration,” by Sheldon D. Elliott, N. Y. 
University Law Review, January, 1956.) The emphasis in all these 
legislative activities is upon amendment of procedure and administration. 
Nowhere, not even in New York under the Temporary Commission on 
the Courts (whether through lack of delegated power or otherwise) has 
any attempt been made to invade the field of substantive law. It remained 
for the leaders of the Bench and Bar to demand revision of “outmoded 
theories of justice.” (Vanderbilt, The Challenge of Law Reform, 1955,” 
etc.) Chief Judge Albert Conway of our Court of Appeals demanded 
that this association assert its power and resolve this problem. We need 
no higher compulsion to action than a just cause impelled by our inherent 
virility and ancient prestige for leadership. 

The evils to be remedied: Because of the mass of these cases the 
calendars of our courts are so far behind that often witnesses are lost 
and justice defeated. It is generally conceded that in at least 75 per 
cent of these cases there is rampant perjury and that it is totally ignored 
and never prosecuted. Thus, contempt for our courts. The beloved 
Lewis L. Fawcett, when a Justice of the Supreme Court, Kings County, 
in every accident case charged the jury in this fashion: “The stories of 
the respective sides are irreconcilable; they are diametrically opposed to 
each other; both cannot be true. It is your duty to find where the truth 
lies.” 

Perjury extends to both liability and injuries, advanced by one side 
and countered by the other side. “Ambulance chasing” is a vicious and 
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degrading practice; it invades and usurps the clientele of the ethical gen- 
eral practitioner who has an occasional plaintiff’s case; it is the embryo 
that spawns this perjury that befouls the sacred precincts in which it 
breeds. Spasmodic investigations and convictions are not the remedy 
for this or the underlying evils. The motive is, of course, on the one 
hand to overcome the outmoded basic law that if truthfully observed 
would defeat the plaintiff, and on the other hand to deviously support 
the law in order to shift the fault to the plaintiff. 

The law is that the plaintiff has the burden of affirmatively proving 
the negligence of the defendant and his own freedom from contributory 
negligence and that if the plaintiff is guilty of contributory negligence 
in the slightest degree he can not recover although the defendant 
may be so grossly and wantonly negligent as to be criminal in its 
aspect. Bound by these hard and narrow rules, on the trial, in the jury- 
room and on appeal, the microscope is applied to find the infinitesimal 
particle of this indefinable thing called contributory negligence, of which, 
because of the infinitude of fact situations, there is and can be no defini- 
tion. The jury never specifies the grounds, fact or law, upon which it 
reaches its verdict, proper or improper, and its secret deliberations 
deny the right to know. If all else fails, the plaintiff is often defeated 
on credibility, or because of some technical failure of proof of defendant’s 
negligence. Many plaintiffs’ judgments are worthless because the de- 
fendants are judgment proof. In the austere and lofty realm of appellate 
review the injuries may not even be mentioned, the appellate mind must 
be hardened to their influence—unless they strike home. Appellate review, 
circumscribed by these hard rules, may not consider the underlying law 
defects or the secret grounds of jury findings, which could not be deter- 
mined even if the secrecy could be invaded. On the other hand, juries 
know the facts of life; 72 million licensed motorists know that defendants 
are generally insured, and often reach their verdicts on that and other 
improper bases. So that miscarriages of justice work both ways, and 
sole fault is rarely the determining factor. The net result is that thous- 
ands of maimed victims, when they survive, go unrecompensed and are 
reduced to poverty and distress of mind and body. 


Some jurisdictions, recognizing the inhumanity of these common law 
rules, have adopted the comparative negligence rule under which the 
plaintiff recovers something in almost every case. However, the recov- 
eries are small and inadequate, and the fundamental law defects, the evils 
thereunder, and the evils under the jury system, are not reached. If we 
cannot define negligence or contributory negligence, how in the name of 
reason, can we determine either by a percentage degree? 
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These are the evils which the article by Messrs. Ryan and Greene 
totally ignores. Their main opposition is that sole fault alone should 
be the basis of recovery, and they rely upon an ancient opinion of Mr. 
Justice Holmes in 1881, before the advent of the automobile, applicable 
to a different age and different conditions. It is doubtful that Judge 
Holmes if alive would favor such a rule applied to present conditions. 
It is surprising indeed, that Mr. Ryan does not know that Judge Holmes 
in 1919 wrote an opinion in favor of compensation regardless of fault 
for injury sustained growing out of and in the course of employment 
(Arizona Employers’ Liability Cases, 250 U. S. 406, 431). Fault as 
the basis of recovery is a consummation devoutly to be wished; but, sad 
to relate, it is more honored in the breach than in the observance thereof. 
There lies the major evil to be remedied. 


The Ryan-Greene article seeks to belittle the proponents of compen- 
sation as “theorists who dwell in halls of ivy.” Mr. Ryan knows that 
Judge Samuel H. Hofstadter has spent twenty years, day in and day 
out, in the trial of these cases; that Chief Judge Albert Conway of our 
Court of Appeals has spent a lifetime in the trials and on appeals in these 
cases; and that Chief Justice Arthur T. Vanderbilt, whose reform of the 
judicial system of New Jersey has never been surpassed, is certainly not 
a theorist. We do not know what experience Messrs. Ryan and Greene 
have had in these trials or appeals, but their failure to consider the evils 
is most significant. And the cloistered opponents of compensation who 
write articles for law reviews can hardly be said to speak from experience 
since they do not even mention these evils. 


Much space and many statistics are wasted in trying to guess that 
compensation would not work out, whether exclusive or limited. The 
same objections were raised against workmen’s compensation; but no 
one has ever questioned the fact that that reform is one of the greatest 
and most successful of the century. We may well leave the working 
out of the details to the experts who would devise by trial and error a 
system with clarity and efficiency equal to that in workmen’s compensation. 


Casualty insurance companies and those who specialize in these cases 
are interested and their views are not objective. Their interests must be 
subservient to the general good. We hold no brief for them. 


The remedy: Compensation would at one fell stroke wipe out per- 
jury, since compensation would eliminate the question of liability, and 
the impartial medical advisers of the compensation board would fix the 
true extent of the injuries—the two bases of perjury. It would do away 
with the whole unscientific structure: the outmoded rules of law, the 
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secret deliberations of jurymen who, lacking definition, create their own 
law of negligence and contributory negligence, or reject it all without 
accountability and never disclose the grounds of their verdict; the appel- 
late review that must grope in the dark and guess at the grounds of the 
verdict or refuse to guess and affirm without knowing, or retry the case 
on the cold and incomplete record. And the findings under compensa- 
tion would be complete as to both law and fact, as they now are in work- 
men’s compensation. 


The State Temporary Commission on the Courts, as the only remedy 
to relieve court congestion, has just recommended increasing the number 
of Supreme Court Justices by 26; 6 in the First District ; 6 in the Second, 
and 7 in the Tenth, or 13 for these two contiguous districts. 


The Presiding Justice of the Appellate Division, First Department, 
Mr. David W. Peck, is emphatically opposed to the plan, on three grounds. 

a. To add six new Justices would require new court-house facilities 
at great cost; and even with new court-house facilities, while 6 new 
Justices would somewhat relieve the court congestion, the underlying law 
defects, the evils incident thereto, and the evils under the jury system, 
would not be touched. He poses three questions; Should the jury 
system be retained for dealing with these cases, or should they be tried 
by judges without juries, or should automobile accident cases be taken 
out of the courts and placed under compensation. 

b. If tried by judges without juries, the underlying law defects and 
the evils thereunder would remain. 

c. If tried under compensation without regard to fault, the funda- 
mental evils under outmoded law rules as well as the evils under the jury 
system, would be wiped out completely, just awards made in every case, 
and the respect for our courts fully restored. 

When it was found that the civil actions for alienation of affections, 
criminal conversation, seduction, and breach of promise to marry, were 
abused by occasional blackmail and perjury, we did not hesitate to totally 
abolish them. We cannot ignore the demand for immediate reform of 
the universal evils on so vast a scale in tort-negligence accident cases. 

We must either meet the challenge of reform posed by the leaders 
of the Bench and Bar or confess that we have lost our leadership in these 
matters and that the disrepute into which the courts have fallen must be 
a permanent blot upon our judicial system. If “The true administration 
of justice is the firmest pillar of democracy,” the weakness of the key 
pillar destroys the entire structure. 


Louis GRANAT. 




























' se? SY 


Ss — 8 CC WM 


Advance Sheet Quiz —by K. FREDERICK GROSS 


1. Is statute creating a State Commission with authority to condemn 
private land for public duck hunting and fishing area constitutional? 
( ) Yes ( ) No 


2. Is statute providing treble damages to party injured by attorney’s 
intentional deception of court limited to a client damaged by attorney’s 
deceit ? ( ) Yes ( ) No 


3. Should court take judicial notice that a topcoat costs the owner 
more than its original cost, simply to get it back from clutches of check 
room custodians? ( ) Yes ( ) No 


4. Is conviction as accessory to murder proper where accused re- 
quested separate trial and was tried before the principal? 
( ) Yes ( ) No 


5. May property owner recover under Federal Tort Claims Act 
for damages caused by atomic energy detonations? 
( ) Yes ( ) No 


6. Does ordinance providing for introduction of fluoride chemicals 
in water supply violate constitutional guarantee of religious liberty? 


( ) Yes ( ) No 


7. Is currency sealed in watertight container and secured at bottom 
of pool on decedent’s property, and found by boys after his death, to be 
considered treasure trove? ( ) Yes ( ) No 


8. Isa parole violator who was confined in federal prison under a 
federal sentence, serving his sentence under state conviction while in 
federal jail? ( ) Yes ( ) No 


9. Does constitutional guaranty of freedom of religion, justify dis- 
obedience of police regulations during an air raid drill under Defense 
Emergency Act? ( ) Yes ( ) No 


10. On substitution of attorney with contingent retainer in negligence 
case, is attorney entitled to elect to have his lien fixed in dollar amount, 
or as a percentage of recovery? ( ) Yes ( ) No 


(Answers on page 151) 
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Book Notes MARGARET R. RUGGIERO, Editor 


NEW YORK EVIDENCE, PROOF OF CASES. By Gabriel V. Mottla 
(formerly Proof of Cases in New York including Law of Evidence). 
Boston: Little, Brown & Co. 1954; Rochester: The Lawyers Co-opera- 
tive Publishing Company. 1954. pp. XXIX, 838 $20.00. 


According to the author’s preface and to the publisher’s sales litera- 
ture this one volume work “presents the elements which must be proved, 
the issues on which each party has the burden of proof, and other prob- 
lems relating to the proof of cases which arise in particular areas of 
substantive law”. One would therefore suppose that the author has listed 
the elements of a prima facie case and of the various possible defenses in 
a variety of typical causes at law, together with practical tips in the science 
of proof. However, the title and official description of this book are 
misleading. In fact it is a summary exposition of the law of evidence 
and of a limited number of substantive law topics derived largely from 
the opinions of the New York Court of Appeals and various statutes of 
the state. In respect to subject matter it resembles Walsh, Encyclopedia 
of New York Law (Metropolitan Law Book Company, Brooklyn, 1947) 
even to the provision for pocket part supplementation. Incidentally, the 
Walsh Encyclopedia has not been supplemented since 1950 and Mottla, 
Proof of Cases though bearing the publication date 1954 has not yet 
been supplemented. 


A one volume encyclopedia of law even when restricted to the law 
of a single jurisdiction will inevitably prove too superficial for profes- 
sional use. (Walsh was intended as a refresher for veterans returning 
to law study or practice after World War II.) To obviate this difficulty 
Mottla has limited coverage to topics “which commonly arise in everyday 
practice”. Though such a selection necessarily involves some arbitrariness 
—for example, nineteen pages are devoted to insurance, none to mort- 
gages; one chapter deals with false imprisonment, none refers to admin- 
istrative law, arbitration or labor law,—the choice and scope of the 
subjects treated are those likely to be of interest to the general practitioner. 
Criminal law, negligence and domestic relations receive heavy emphasis ; 
business organizations, commercial transactions and property law are 
more briefly treated. Special chapters are devoted to damages, release, 
payment, accord and satisfaction, suretyship and indemnity, and 250 pages 
to the law of evidence. 

Nevertheless, forty-two topics scattered through some 725 pages 
cannot receive more than cursory treatment. The textual exposition, 
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though clear and remarkably free of typographical errors, is general, 
categorical, uncritical and undiscriminating. The subject of consideration 
in contracts is disposed of in eighteen lines, beneficiary contracts in two 
sentences. The style of writing is wholly impersonal each proposition 
being a synthesis of judicial opinions or statutes cited copiously in the 
footnotes without critical evaluation. Only the most incongruous dicta 
are identified by the caution: “It has been said that...” The decisions 
of the New York Court of Appeals, which has displayed amazing incom- 
prehension of the parol evidence rule, are cited both for the proposition 
that the rule is one of substantive law and that it is not applicable to 
strangers to the written transactions, without the slightest suggestion that 
these propositions are utterly inconsistent. This unsophisticated reliance 
on judicial dicta, in the manner of a case digest, produces misleading 
observations such as (page 69): “A release is ordinarily not considered 
a contract or executory instrument, and like a receipt, it may be explained 
by oral evidence,” citing Stiebel v. Grosberg, 202 N. Y. 266, 95 N. E. 
692, which in fact held that parol evidence was admissible to show that 
a purported release was never delivered and therefore was not a release 
at all. 


However, inasmuch as this work does not purport to be a treatise 
even of the subjects with which it deals, its merits should be gauged in 
terms of the purposes for which it was designed, i.e., as a quick reference 
book and digest of authoritative judicial precedents. Considering the 
diversity of subjects with which he deals the author displays a remarkable 
legal erudition and the number of recent Court of Appeals decisions cited 
is astonishing. It should prove quite effective for quickly locating a 
case in point on basic propositions of law in the fields which it treats. 
Whether it is worth its price depends on the needs, taste and pocketbook 
of the individual user. 

G. RoBert ELLEGARD, 
Professor of Law, 
St. John’s University of New York. 


Answers to Advance Sheef Quiz 


1. YES—289 F. 2d 754 6. NO —292 P. 2d 134 

2. NO —147 N. Y. S. 2d 542 7. NO —292 P. 2d 141 

3. YES—119 A. 2d 250 8. NO —147 N. Y. S. 2d 197 
4. YES—119 A. 2d 712 9. NO —147 N. Y. S. 2d 618 
5. NO —113 F. Supp. 651 10. YES—147 N. Y. S. 2d 605 
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REPORT TO THE NEW YORK STATE BAR ASSOCIATION 
OF ITS COMMITTEE APPOINTED TO CONFER WITH 
COMMITTEE OF STATE TITLE ASSOCIATION 


The report hereinafter set forth will be the subject of a meeting of 
the Real Estate Section of the Brooklyn Bar Association to be held on 
Monday, March 26, 1956. It is expected that the report will thereafter 
be acted upon at a general meeting of the Association. 


Because of the importance of the subject matter, it is urged that all 
members of the Association study this report and retain this copy of the 
BARRISTER so that they will have the text of the report for future refer- 
ence at the meetings. 

RAYMOND REISLER, 
Chairman of Committee on 
Unlawful Practice of the Law. 


The undersigned, a Jornt CoMMITTEE, appointed in part by the 
New York State Bar AssocraTion and in part by the New Yorx 
State TITLE AssociaTION recommends to its respective associations the 
adoption of this report as a statement of a STANDARD OF Farr PRACTICES 
as affecting relationships between the members of the two associations in 
their functions pertaining to the exercise, in the State of New York, of 
the powers of title insurance companies pursuant to Article XIII of the 
Insurance Law. 


The Title Association recognizes the confidential and purely pro- 
fessional nature of the relationship of attorney and client, the attorney’s 
privilege and responsibility to advise and assist lay members of our 
society in matters pertaining to the legal aspects of transactions involving 
real property. Title insurance corporation members of the Title Associa- 
tion desire in all their dealings with the public scrupulously to avoid 
acting or giving any impression that they are prepared to act in any 
manner which might be deemed to constitute the practice of law. 


The Bar Association recognizes the value of title insurance to owners, 
lessees, and mortgagees of real property and that the determination of 
the facts and of the quality of insurability of titles requires an intimate 
and broad knowledge of the law particularly of the law of real property, 
of estates and of insurance. The Bar Association also recognizes and 
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appreciates the contribution which the title insurance companies of New 


York State have made toward increasing the liquidity and ease of transfer 
of real estate. 


Both associations recognize the paramount duty of their members to 
protect the lay members of our Society by carrying out their respective 
functions in a proper and ethical manner. 


THEREFORE, the JoInT CoMMITTEE recommends to the respective 
associations the following items of procedure, which, together, and when 


adopted as hereinafter provided, will constitute rules of conduct as to the 
subjects covered: 


1. A title insurance corporation may provide factual information to 
the public from its plants, records of prior examination or the public 
records and include a statement limited to its position with respect to 
insurability. 


2. Except as hereinafter provided, a title insurance corporation shall 
not proffer legal advice or draw legal instruments, either before the 
inception of a transaction, during its pendency or at the closing thereof, 


One Day Service on Mortgage Applications 
Phone ULster 2-8000 
Ask for Mr. Lee 


One Day Service on Modernization Loans 
Phone ULster 2-8000 
Ask for Miss Jeynes or Mr. Shames 


Anprew S. Roscoe Pau. H. HEMPEL 
President Vice President 


EQUITABLE SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATION 
Home Office: 
Willoughby and Pearl Streets, Brooklyn 1, New York 





and in order to implement this agreement all title insurance corporations 
will cause the following legend to be prominently displayed in each of 
their respective reports of their examination of title: 


“This report of title is intended for lawyers only. Such excep- 
tions as may be set forth herein may affect marketability of title. 
Your lawyer should be consulted before taking any action based 
upon the contents of this report. 


“The company’s representative at the closing hereunder may not 
act as legal advisor to any of the parties or draw legal instru- 
ments for them. Such representative is permitted to be of assist- 
ance only to an attorney. It is advisable to have your attorney 
present at the closing.” 


A title insurance company may, however, at any time draw any in- 
strument (a) considered necessary by it to cure defects in titles thereto- 
fore insured and as to which its insurance liability may exist and (b) 
involving its own real property or its own mortgage loans; and (c) insofar 
as may be permitted by law, involving mortgage loans which it services 
as agent in fact. 


3. It is improper for anyone other than an attorney for a party to a 
transaction to draw an agreement or any other instrument for others for 
the purchase or sale or exchange of real property. 


4. After the receipt of an application to examine or insure title, a 
title insurance corporation may draw, redraw, modify or correct legal 
instruments if, for and on behalf of an attorney and under specific 
instructions of said attorney as to form and substance. Ordinary affi- 
davits and other proofs of facts in connection with the closing of a title 
or loan and which are directly related to insurability of title shall not be 
considered legal instruments requiring specific instructions of an attorney. 


5. A title insurance corporation, but only upon request by an attor- 
ney, may render advice or assistance to him on title matters and in the 
preparation of legal instruments and upon his conduct of court actions 
instruments delivered to it on closings of titles or loans. 


6. A title insurance corporation may accept for recording and record 
or proceedings. 


7. It is not in the public interest for a title insurance corporation 
to render legal services or legal advice to lending institutions. Such serv- 
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ices may however be rendered in particular transactions to an attorney 
who is a bona fide representative of the institution and who is primarily 
responsible for the legal work involved in the transaction. 


8. It would be in the public interest if title insurance corporations 
discontinued the present practice of printing and distributing forms of 
legal instruments and if the Bar Association would agree on, print, and 
distribute to attorneys-at-law standard forms of legal instruments relating 
to the sale or the mortgaging of real property. Title insurance corpora- 
tions will discontinue the distribution of any forms of legal instruments 
after July 1, 1956, and will prior to said date attempt to confine dis- 
tribution of said forms to lawyers and will cause the following legend to 
be prominently displayed on each of the said forms so distributed: 


“It is advisable that you consult your lawyer before signing this 
instrument—this instrument should be used by lawyers only.” 


9. It would be in the public interest for the New York State Bar 
Association and the New York State Title Association to jointly under- 
take a thorough review, with a view to possible revision or elimination, 
by statutory or other appropriate means, of the present practice whereby 
title insurance companies and abstract companies cooperating with title 
insurance companies pay to persons, other than those regularly employed 
by them, a commission, or other financial consideration, for the procure- 
ment of business. 


10. It shall not be proper for a title insurance corporation to permit 
its full time employees, or its part time employees while employed on 
company business, to be retained by laymen in connection with title 
examinations, searches or closings. 


11. Arrangements with attorneys-at-law for such legal assistance 
or legal services as are referred to hereinbefore may include such charge, 
and such direction for the collection of said charge, as may be agreed 
upon with the attorney requesting such assistance or services. 


12. Keeping in mind the advantages which come from some con- 
tinuity of personnel and that only individual members of both Associations 
with wide experience in the field and who believe the public interest to 
be of paramount importance should hold such positions of high trust, 
each of the parties hereto agrees to appoint each year five of its individual 
members, or representatives thereof to a joint committee of their Associa- 
tions. Said committee shall adopt its own rules providing for calling of 
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meetings and conduct of its business, shall administer these STANDARDs, 
hear complaints and consider questions arising hereunder presented by 
members of the Bar, title insurance corporations or other interested 
parties and shall take such steps in regard thereto as may seem desirable. 


13. When approved in writing by all title insurance company mem- 
bers of the New York State Title Association, the New York State Bar 
Association, the New York State Title Association and the associations 
in the Counties of New York, Bronx, Kings, Queens, Richmond, West- 
chester, Rockland, Nassau, Suffolk, Erie, Monroe, Onondaga, Broome, 
Albany and Niagara, this report shall be deemed adopted as a STANDARD 
oF Farr Practices as affecting relationships between members of the bar 
in all of the aforesaid enumerated counties and title insurance companies 
operating in the State of New York and exercising powers set forth in 
Article XIII of the Insurance Law of the State of New York. 


When and if ratified by county bar associations in any other county 
of the State of New York, the said STANDARD oF Farr Practices shall 
be deemed operative also as to that county from and after the latest date 
of ratification and mailing of written notice thereof to the New York 
State Title Association at 149 Broadway, New York, New York. 


14. This StanpaRD OF Farr Practices may be abrogated at any 


time by either of the two Associations who are parties hereto on sixty 
days notice in writing to the other party. In the event of such abrogation, 
the rights, privileges or duties of the parties or of their constituent mem- 
bers shall not be prejudiced by the execution or performance hereof, nor 
shall anything herein be deemed to constitute an admission as to what 
is or is not permissible under the law. 


(Signed by the members of the committees for the State Bar Association 
and the Title Association.) 


GET A NEW MEMBER FOR THE ASSOCIATION 


Active membership $25. per year 
Active membership up to 10 years of practice 12. per year 
Junior membership, first 5 years of practice 5. per year 


PAULINE MALTER, Chairman, 
Committee on Increase of Membership. 
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OPINION OF COMMITTEE ON PROFESSIONAL ETHICS 


(In response to an inquiry to the Committee) 
Dear Sir: 


Your inquiry concerning the ethical propriety of a Justice of a court 
serving as a member of the Board of Directors of a bank or of a life 
insurance company has been considered by the Committee on Professional 
Ethics of the Brooklyn Bar Association, and its opinion is as follows: 


Canons 25 and 27 of the Canons of Judicial Ethics provide: 
* .  - * * 


25. Business Promotions and Solicitations for Charity. 


“A judge should avoid giving ground for any reasonable suspicion 
that he is utilizing the power or prestige of his office to persuade 
or coerce others to patronize or contribute, either to the success of 
private business ventures, or to charitable enterprises. He should, 
therefore, not enter into such private business, or pursue such a course 
of conduct, as would justify such suspicion, nor use the power of 
his office or the influence of his name to promote the business in- 
terests of others; he should not solicit for charities, nor should he 
enter into any business relation which, in the normal course of events 
reasonably to be expected, might bring his personal interest into con- 
flict with the impartial performance of his official duties.” 


* *” * * * 


27. Executorships and Trusteeships. 


“While a judge is not disqualified from holding executorships or 
trusteeships, he should not accept or continue to hold any fiduciary 
or other position if the holding of it would interfere or seem to inter- 
fere with the proper performance of his judicial duties, or if the 
business interests of those represented require investments in enter- 
prises that are apt to come before him judicially, or to be involved 
in questions of law to be determined by him.” 


The presence of Judge of a court on the board of directors of a bank 
or life insurance company would be in contravention of Canon 25, since 
it would give ground for reasonable suspicion that both the Judge and 
the bank or company of which he is a director are utilizing the power and 
prestige of his judicial office to promote their business interests. 

Moreover, the reasonable expectation that litigation involving the busi- 
ness interests of the bank or life insurance company may come before the 
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court of which the Judge is a member would tend to bring the personal 
interests of the Judge and of the bank or company of which he is a 
director into conflict with the impartial performance of his judicial duties 
and would tend to interfere with the proper performance of such duties, 
all in further contravention of Canon 25 and the provisions of Canon 27. 
Such litigation may be in two forms; (1) that to which the bank or com- 
pany or the Judge as a director would be a party; (2) litigation to which 
none of them actually would be a party but which nevertheless would 
require the determination of questions of law generally affecting the busi- 
ness interests of the class of bank or company of which the Judge is a 
director. The disqualification of the Judge would not constitute a com- 
plete solution in such case, since that would require the reassignment of 
the litigation to another Judge with the likelihood of disarranging the 
previously scheduled assignments of the court and delaying the litigants. 
It may further be considered that suspicion might be created that the 
disqualified judge may discuss the matter with, or communicate his views 
thereon to, the Judge to whom the matter is reassigned for trial. 


The foregoing opinion is that of the Committee of Professional Ethics 
alone and has not been passed upon by the Brooklyn Bar Association. 


Yours truly, 


COMMITTEE ON PROFESSIONAL ETHICs, 
CHARLES WILSON, Chairman. 


ECONOMIZE ON YOUR LAW PRINTING 


Take Advantage of Our Facilities 
Which Include a Large Modern 


UPSTATE PLANT 


as well as 


NEW YORK CITY SERVICE 
—O-— 


THE REPORTER COMPANY, Inc. 
(Printer: to Lawyers Since 1881) 
Law, Financial & Corporate Printing 
11 PARK PLACE NEW YORK 7, N. Y. 
L. C. HANNA, Manager REctor 2-6978 - 9 











New Members: 


The Committee on Admissions has received the following applica- 


tions for membership published pursuant to Art. 11, Sec. 2, of the 
By-Laws: 


Junior: 


SEYMOUR FRIEDMAN, 44 Court Street, Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 
Frank E, Incrarp1, 7308 Third Ave., Brooklyn 9, N. Y. 
BERNARD K.recer, 50 Court Street, Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 
Juvian G. Linker, 271 Washington St., Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 
BERTRAM L, PopELL, 160 Broadway, New York 4, N. Y. 
JosepH Port, 258 Broadway, New York, N. Y. 

GERALD N. RosENBERG, 662 Nostrand Ave., Brooklyn, N. Y. 
MALCOLM ROSENBERG, 662 Nostrand Avenue, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
STANLEY Ross, 8674 24th Ave., Brooklyn 14, N. Y. 

Marvin E. SEGAL, 38 Park Row, New York, N. Y. 

Davip B. SttverMAN, 50 E. 42nd St., New York, N. Y. 
Jerome L. STEINBERG, 2505 E. 23rd Street, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
Davin D. WernstTEIN, 205 West 19th Street, New York 11, N. Y. 


The Committee on Admissions of which Mr. John H. Schmid is 


Chairman, has approved the following applications for membership: 


Active: 


D. Josepn DeAnprea, 26 Court Street, Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 
Cuarzes L. Fasutza, 186 Joralemon St., Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 
ABRAHAM A. GOLDSTEIN, 44 Court St., Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 
ABert J. Kien, 32 Broadway, New York, N. Y. 

Harris J. Kie1n, 280 Broadway, New York, N. Y. 

Hersert L. MAttinsky, 185 Montague St., Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 
Harry L. Marcus, 185 Montague St., Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 
ALBERT J. Mittus, 70 Pine St., New York 5, N. Y. 

Martin H. Se_man, 32 Broadway, New York 4, N. Y. 
MAxweELt B. Wasnor, 777 St. Marks Ave., Brooklyn, N. Y. 
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Junior: 


Maurice Cuayt, 66 Court St., Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 

Jerome Cooper, 66 Court St., Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 

LEONARD Fine, 415 Lefferts Ave., Brooklyn, N. Y. 

EuceEne S. GrnsBerc, 26 Court St., Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 
Marvin GotpsmiTH, 50 Court Street, Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 
Heten M. Hormes, 1039 Fulton Street, Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 
Nem Huttner, 1775 Broadway, New York 19, N. Y. 
Antonia F. MANGANO, 672 Union Street, Brooklyn 15, N. Y. 
MicnHae N. Petito, 81-05, 11th Avenue, Brooklyn 28, N. Y. 
Joret J. Rusinton, 44 Court Street, Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 
Morton J. ScHLOssBERG, 271 Washington St., Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 
Jacos WEINBERG, 1248 50th Street, Brooklyn 19, N. Y. 
Murray WEINSTEIN, 66 Court Street, Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 
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